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Continuity and Change Editorial
Beginning with this issue, a new group of editors, based Kim Bottomly, Peter Cresswell,
Richard A. Flavell, Charles A. Janeway, Jr.,at Yale Univeristy, have taken the helm at Immunity. We
have several new ideas for the direction of the journal. and Jordan S. Pober
Section of ImmunobiologyBefore we come to these, we believe that one fundamen-
tal thing must stay the same: Immunity will continue to Yale University School of Medicine
New Haven, Connecticut 06520publish only the very best and most innovative work in
the field of immunology. The highest standards were
set by the two previous groups of editors, first at Harvard
and then at Washington University. It is this insistence
upon quality that has made Immunity stand out as a
journal, and this is a tradition that we proudly accept
and pledge to maintain.
There are two things we do wish to change about
the journal. The first of these is the scope. One of us
(C. A. J., Jr.) was a member of the founding editors and, in
fact, suggested the name. The original conception behind
Immunity was to embrace the whole field of immunol-
ogy. While there has been no formal barrier to publica-
tion in any particular aspect of immunology, we believe
that many parts of our discipline have been underrepre-
sented in its pages. We welcome new submissions on
topics such as innate immunity, the burgeoning area of
how the immune system contributes to or ameliorates
disease, or how the intentional manipulation of immunity
is used to treat disease. We welcome new submissions
that address these and other areas of immunology using
animal models or patient-based studies. We further sig-
nal the renewed commitment of the journal to the whole
of our field by increasing the scope (as well as the num-
ber) of review articles that will appear under the guid-
ance of our new Reviews Editor, William Paul. We plan
for the journal to expand in size to accomodate this
broader interest, while sustaining the quality of the publi-
cations.
The second change we propose is a procedural one.
We ask that each new submission be accompanied by
an addendum to the cover letter addressing three ques-
tions: (1) what is the scientific question being asked by
this study, (2) what are the principal new findings that
answer this question, and (3) what is the significance of
the results for the field? The authors' answers to these
questions will not only help the editors in selecting ap-
propriate reviewers, but will be forwarded to the referees
along with the manuscript to aid in the review process.
We hope over the next several years to expand not
only the topics covered and the number of pages pub-
lished but also the size of readership. We welcome
reader comments and suggestions as we work to im-
prove upon an outstanding inheritance. We conclude by
thanking our predecessors at Harvard and Washington
University for the exceptional job they have done, both in
setting the standards and in making our task enormously
easier by creating and passing on such a wonderful
journal.
